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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 03/04/2009 has been entered. 

Claims status 

2. Claims 1-12 were previously pending and claims 13-14 were previously cancelled. 

3. Claims 25-29 are presently cancelled. 

4. Claims 1, 12, 15 and 20 are presently amended. 

5. Claims 1-12 and 15-24 are presently pending. 

6. The preliminary amendment, submitted on 05/04/2005, to the title is accepted. 

7. Claim 1 has been fully considered for statutory reason and has been interpreted as 
statutory in light of applicant's disclosure page 4 lines 9-12. The nodes in light of the disclosure 
are personal computers or set-top-boxes. Therefore "a plurality of communication nodes" are 
interpreted as hardware. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

8 . The information disclosure statements (IDS) submitted on 1 0/20/2004 and 1 0/ 1 3/2006 
have been considered. The submission is in compliance with the provisions of 37 CFR 1.97. 
Form PTO-1449 is signed and attached hereto. 
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Oath/Declaration 

9. The oath filed on 09/08/2006 complies with all the requirements set forth in MPEP 602 
and therefore is accepted. 

Drawings 

10. The drawing is accepted. 

Response to Amendments 

1 1 . The objection to the specification is withdrawn in view of cancelled claims 25-29. 

12. The objection to claims 26 and 28 is withdrawn in view of cancelled claims 26 and 28. 

13. The 101 rejection to claims 15-19 is still maintained because applicant's argument is not 
persuasive. Applicant states that page 6 lines 1-3 and fig. 1 of the disclosure ... "describes a 
distinct structural element (hardware). In particular, Fig. 1 and the specification describe the link 
security controller 15 contained within link controller 13 of hub 2, which is configured to 
allocate link-level addresses and change from time to time the link-level address, as recited in 
claims 15-19." That is not persuasive because what the applicant recites in the claim(s) body is 
functions of "allocate . . . ," and "change ..." The communication controller (assuming the 
controller is hardware) is in the preamble and functions/steps are in the body of the claim(s). . . 
that will render the hardware claim(s) as software since there is no hardware element (in other 
words the controller hardware element is not recited in the body). 



Response to Amendments 
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14. Applicant's arguments are fully considered in view of pending claims but are moot in 
view of new grounds of rejection below. 



Response to Arguments on 10/14/2008 
Regarding argument the references failure to disclose wherein "communication controller 
is further configured to change from time to time the link-level addresses allocated to each 
communication node and to transmit the newly allocated link-level address to a respective 
communication node in an encrypted form" as recited in claims 1 and 12, remark pages 17 and 
18 last paragraphs, and page 20 par. 4, page 21 last paragraph, page 23 paragraph 1, argument is 
not persuasive because Lyle discloses a system that gets an indication when change of port/IP 
address is needed or when the port/IP address is not secure, changes the port/IP address at 
random interval determined by pseudo-random number generator, generates a new port/IP 
address randomly, and sends the new and randomly generated port/IP address (see col. 30 lines 
8-55 and fig. 19) that reads on communication controller being arranged to change from time to 
time the addresses allocated to each communication node and transmit the newly allocated 
address to the respective node, as disclosed on page 4 of the office action. Sufficient motivation 
to combine Lyle is provided on page 5 of the last office action. As disclosed on page 5 of the 
previous office action Nikander is applied for teaching of encrypting/hashing one or more 
components/link layer address of an IP address and transmitting encrypted/hashed to secure the 
IP address (see Nikander col. 6 lines 16-col. 7 lines 7 and col. 5 lines 24-29). Sufficient 
motivation to combine Nikander is provided on page 5 of the last office action. 
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Regarding argument the references failure to disclose "protecting a communication 
against someone listening in on the communication over the entire length of the 
communication," remark page 19 lines 17-19, argument is not persuasive because it is not 
claimed anywhere and also each limitation claimed is properly addressed by the office. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

15. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

16. Claims 15-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because they are directed to non-statutory 
subject matter as failing to fall within a statutory category and as being directed to software per 
se since the claim(s) are missing a hardware element in the body of the claim limitations. 
Although the preamble of the claim(s) recites "A communication controller", it does not 
inherently mean that the claim(s) are directed to a machine. The specification on page 7 par. 1-4 
discloses that the allocating and the changing states not being hardware. Therefore claim(s) are 
interpreted as software per se and are not statutory since they are missing a hardware element in 
the body of the claim limitations to perform the steps. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

17. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
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having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

18. Claims 1-7, 9, 12, 15, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Elliott et al. USPN 5276813 in view of Lyle USPN 6886102 Bl, Nikander 
GB 2367986 A and Heer et al. 6028933. 

Regarding claim 1, Elliott et al. discloses a communication system (fig. 1) comprising: 

a plurality of communication nodes (col. 4 lines 12-18 and fig. 1 elements "D"; 
plurality of different I/O devices D) connected by a data link (col. 3 lines 65-col. 4 lines 7 and 
fig. 1 elements 12-18; data links 12-18), and 

a communication controller (fig. 1 element 10; dynamic switch) configured to allocate 
link-level addresses to the communication nodes wherein the communication nodes may be 
identified for communications over the data link (col. 9 lines 15-21 and fig. 9 elements 110, 112 
and 115; dynamic switch assigning link address to link-level facility). 

Elliott et al. fails to disclose wherein the communication controller is further configured 
to change from time to time the link-level addresses allocated to each communication node and 
transmit the newly allocated link-level address to a respective communication node. 

However Lyle discloses changing a port IP address at prescribed random intervals (from 
time to time) by pseudo random number generator and transmitting the new changed address to 
receivers (see col. 30 lines 8-55 and fig. 19 element 1904) that reads on the communication 
controller is further configured to change from time to time the link-level addresses allocated to 
each communication node and transmit the newly allocated link-level address to a respective 
communication node. 
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Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to modify the teachings of Lyle within the system of Elliott et al. 
because they are analogous in a network switch/router (see fig. 1). One would have been 
motivated to incorporate the teachings of Lyle to confuse attackers from knowing addresses of 
others and preventing unauthorized access by randomly changing device addresses. 

Elliott et al. attaches CRC on the packet when assigning and providing link address, as 
shown in col. 6 lines 52-59, for error detection but Elliott et al. and Lyle fail to explicitly disclose 
transmit the newly allocated address to the respective node in encrypted form. 

However Nikander discloses encrypting/hashing one or more components/link layer 
address of an IP address and transmitting hashed (see col. 6 lines 16-col. 7 lines 7 and col. 5 lines 
24-29). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to modify the teachings of Nikander within the combination system of 
Elliott et al. and Lyle because they are analogous in generation of address to devices. One would 
have been motivated to modify the teachings of Nikander to protect the address from intruders. 

The examiner strongly thinks that the applied references networks are shared media 
networks or shared data links see for example Elliott et al. figs. 1-4. Elliot discloses the same 
shared media network or shared data link as the applicant describes on page 1 par. 3-5 because 
Elliot's media network discloses a common data link to each plurality of input/output devices D. 
Moreover, Elliot's network is shared between the devices D so that any node connected to the 
data link has access to communications over the link. For the sake of applicant's argument the 
examiner combines Heer et al. 6028933 that the applicant describes in his background for 
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disclosing a shared media multiple access network (see Heer et al. fig. 1-3) which the examiner 
thinks has the same network as applied references Elliott, Lyle and Nikander. 

However it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to modify the teachings of Heer et al. within the combination system 
because they are analogous in network media data transmission and security. One would have 
been motivated to incorporate the teachings of Heer et al. within the combination system to 
secure data exchanged on the shared media link. 

Regarding claim 12, Elliott et al. discloses a method for communicating data in a 
communication system (fig. 1), the communication system comprising a plurality of 
communication nodes (col. 4 lines 12-18 and fig. 1 elements "D"; plurality of different I/O 
devices D) connected by a data link (col. 3 lines 65-col. 4 lines7 and fig. 1 elements 12-17; data 
links 12-18) and a communication controller (fig. 1 element 10; dynamic switch); the method 
comprising: 

allocating link-level addresses to the communication nodes wherein the communication 
nodes may be identified for communications over the link (col. 9 lines 15-21 and fig. 9 elements 
110, 112 and 115; dynamic switch assigning link address to link-level facility). 

Elliott et al. fails to disclose changing from time to time the link-level addresses allocated 
to each communication node and transmit the newly allocated address to the respective node. 

However Lyle discloses changing a port IP address at prescribed random intervals (from 
time to time) by pseudo random number generator and transmitting the new changed address to 
receivers (see col. 30 lines 8-55 and fig. 19 element 1904) that reads on changing from time to 
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time the link-level addresses allocated to each communication node and transmit the newly 
allocated address to the respective node. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to modify the teachings of Lyle within the system of Elliott et al. 
because they are analogous in a network switch/router (see fig. 1). One would have been 
motivated to incorporate the teachings of Lyle to confuse attackers from knowing addresses of 
others and preventing unauthorized access by randomly changing device addresses. 

Elliott et al. attaches CRC on the packet when assigning and providing link address, as 
shown in col. 6 lines 52-59, for error detection but Elliott et al. and Lyle fail to explicitly disclose 
transmitting the newly allocated link-level address to a respective communication node in 
encrypted form. 

However Nikander discloses encrypting/hashing one or more components/link layer 
address of an IP address and transmitting hashed (see col. 6 lines 16-col. 7 lines 7 and col. 5 lines 
24-29). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to modify the teachings of Nikander within the combination system of 
Elliott et al. and Lyle because they are analogous in generation of address to devices. One would 
have been motivated to modify the teachings of Nikander to protect the address from intruders. 

The examiner strongly thinks that the applied references networks are shared media 
networks or shared data links see for example Elliott et al. figs. 1-4. Elliot discloses the same 
shared media network or shared data link as the applicant describes on page 1 par. 3-5 because 
Elliot's media network discloses a common data link to each plurality of input/output devices D. 
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Moreover, Elliot's network is shared between the devices D so that any node connected to the 
data link has access to communications over the link. However for the sake of applicant's 
argument the examiner combines Heer et al. 6028933 that the applicant describes in his 
background for disclosing a shared media multiple access network (see Heer et al. fig. 1-3) 
which the examiner thinks has the same network as applied references Elliott, Lyle and 
Nikander. 

However it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to modify the teachings of Heer et al. within the combination system 
because they are analogous in network media data transmission and security. One would have 
been motivated to incorporate the teachings of Heer et al. within the combination system to 
secure data exchanged on the shared media link. 

Regarding claims 15, and 20, Elliott et al. teaches a communication controller/method product 
for operating in a communication system (fig. 1) comprising a plurality of communication nodes 
(col. 4 lines 12-18 and fig. 1 elements "D"; plurality of different I/O devices D) connected by a 
data link (col. 3 lines 65-col. 4 lines7 and fig. 1 elements 12-17; data links 12-18), the 
communication controller being configured to: 

allocate link-level addresses to the plurality of communication nodes, wherein the 
communication nodes may be identified for communications over the data link (col. 9 lines 15- 
21 and fig. 9 elements 110, 1 12 and 115; dynamic switch assigning link address to link-level 
facility); and 
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Elliott et al. fails to disclose changing from time to time the link-level addresses allocated 
to each communication node and to transmit the newly allocated link-level addresses to a 
respective communication node. 

However Lyle discloses changing a port IP address at prescribed random intervals (from 
time to time) by pseudo random number generator and transmitting the new changed address to 
receivers (see col. 30 lines 8-55 and fig. 19 element 1904) that reads on changing from time to 
time the link-level addresses allocated to each communication node and to transmit the newly 
allocated link-level addresses to a respective communication node. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to modify the teachings of Lyle within the system of Elliott et al. 
because they are analogous in a network switch/router (see fig. 1). One would have been 
motivated to incorporate the teachings of Lyle to confuse attackers from knowing addresses of 
others and preventing unauthorized access by randomly changing device addresses. 

Elliott et al. attaches CRC on the packet when assigning and providing link address, as 
shown in col. 6 lines 52-59, for error detection but Elliott et al. and Lyle fail to explicitly disclose 
transmitting the newly allocated link-level address to a respective communication node in 
encrypted form. 

However Nikander discloses encrypting/hashing one or more components/link layer 
address of an IP address and transmitting hashed (see col. 6 lines 16-col. 7 lines 7 and col. 5 lines 
24-29). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to modify the teachings of Nikander within the combination system of 
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Elliott et al. and Lyle because they are analogous in generation of address to devices. One would 
have been motivated to modify the teachings of Nikander to protect the address from intruders. 

The examiner strongly thinks that the applied references networks are shared media 
networks or shared data links see for example Elliott et al. figs. 1-4. Elliot discloses the same 
shared media network or shared data link as the applicant describes on page 1 par. 3-5 because 
Elliot's media network discloses a common data link to each plurality of input/output devices D. 
Moreover, Elliot's network is shared between the devices D so that any node connected to the 
data link has access to communications over the link. However for the sake of applicant's 
argument the examiner combines Heer ct al. 6028933 that the applicant describes in his 
background for disclosing a shared media multiple access network (see Heer et al. fig. 1-3) 
which the examiner thinks has the same network as applied references Elliott, Lyle and 
Nikander. 

However it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to modify the teachings of Heer et al. within the combination system 
because they are analogous in network media data transmission and security. One would have 
been motivated to incorporate the teachings of Heer et al. within the combination system to 
secure data exchanged on the shared media link. 

Regarding claim 2, Elliott et al. discloses a communication system, wherein communications 
over the data link comprise an address part indicating the address of the one of the 
communication nodes to which the respective communication is directed and a payload part (see 
fig. 2-4; a packet comprising link header field, information field, and link trailer and the link 
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header comprising DEST ADDR, SOURCE ADDR). 

Regarding claim 3, Elliott et al. discloses a communication system, wherein the address part is 
not encrypted (fig. 3 elements 50 and 52; DEST ADDR and SOURCE ADDR). 

Regarding claim 4, the combination of Elliot et al. and Lyle disclose including CRC portion see 
Elliott et al. fig. 4 on the message of fig. 2 but fail to explicitly disclose a communication system, 
wherein the payload part is encrypted. However Nikander teaches encrypting/hashing one or 
more components/link layer address of an IP address and transmitting the message (see col. 6 
lines 16-col. 7 lines 7 and col. 5 lines 24-29). Therefore it would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to modify the teachings of 
Nikander within the combination system of Elliott et al. and Lyle because they are analogous in 
generation of address to devices. One would have been motivated to modify the teachings of 
Nikander by encrypting the address and include the encrypted address as a payload on the data 
packet to protect the address from unauthorized users. 

Regarding claim 5, Elliott et al. discloses a communication system, wherein communications 
over the data link are in the form of data packets (see fig. 2-4 and fig. 9). 

Regarding claim 6, Elliott et al. discloses a communication system, wherein the 
communication system comprises a data distribution unit (col. 3 lines 20-33; dynamic switch 10) 
connected between the data link (links 12-18) and at least one external data source {main 
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storage) and wherein the data distribution unit is configured to forward data from the data source 
to the communication nodes (devices D) via the data link (col. 4 lines 1-40). 

Regarding claim 7, Lyle discloses a communication system, wherein the data distribution unit is 
further configured to forward the data to the communication nodes in a random or pseudo- 
random order (see col. 30 lines 8-55 and fig. 19; generating new port IP address randomly and 
transmitting to receivers). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to modify the teachings of Lyle within the combination system because 
they are analogous in a data routing device. One would have been motivated to incorporate the 
teachings of Lyle to confuse attackers from knowing addresses of others and preventing 
unauthorized access by randomly changing device addresses. 

Regarding claim 9, Elliott et al. discloses a communication system, wherein a communication 
node is configured to store a link-level address allocated to it (col. 7 lines 63) and to ignore 
communications on the data link channel addressed to addresses other than that link-level 
address (col. 2 lines 65-col. 3 lines 2). 



19. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Elliott et al. 
USPN 5276813 in view of Lyle USPN 6886102 Bl, Nikander GB 2367986 A and Heer et al. 
6028933 and further in view of Laxman et al. US PG Pubs 2003/0018804 Al. 
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Regarding claim 8, Lyle discloses a communication system, wherein the data distribution unit is 
configured to transmit over the link communications addressed to an address that is not allocated 
to any of the nodes (Lyle see col. 30 lines 8-55 and fig. 19; generating new unique port IP 
address randomly and transmitting to receivers). Therefore it would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to modify the teachings of 
Lyle within the combination system because they are analogous in a routing switch. One would 
have been motivated to incorporate the teachings of Lyle to confuse attackers from knowing 
addresses of others and preventing unauthorized access by randomly changing device addresses 
and enhance security. 

However the combination fails to explicitly disclose when it would otherwise not be 
transmitting data to the communication nodes as interpreted in the disclosure page 7 par. 4 
transmitting "when the link would otherwise be idle." 

Laxman et al. discloses changing source address with a MAC address prior to sending 
over a network (see par. 0015 lines 10-12) and monitoring the network until the network is idle 
and when the network is idle transmitting the new changed MAC address (see par. 0033 and fig. 
4B). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to modify the teachings of Laxman et al. within the combination system 
because they are analogous in data transmission. One would have been motivated to incorporate 
the teachings to properly transmit the packet when the network is not busy. 
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20. Claims 10, 11, 16, 19, 21 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Elliott et al. USPN 5276813 in view of Lyle USPN 6886102 Bl, Nikander 
GB 2367986 A and Heer et al. 6028933, and further in view of Woundy USPN 6009103. 

Regarding claim 10, one can understand that the data links 12-18 of Elliott et al, IPv6 link of 
Nikander are Ethernet links and also but the combination of Elliott et al, Lyle, Nikander and 
Heer et al. fail to explicitly disclose Ethernet link. 

However the examiner combines Woundy that discloses a broadband cable data 
distribution system (fig. 1) comprising a DHCP sever (fig. 1 element 12) for allocating network 
Ethernet addresses (see col. 3 lines 28-38 and col. 5 lines 17-36) to plurality of user terminals 
(fig. 1 element 14) connected to server via a cable modem and coaxial cable via an Ethernet type 
connection/Ethernet link (see col. 2 lines 60-67). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to modify the teaching of Woundy within the combination system 
because they are analogous in address allocating. One would have been motivated to incorporate 
the teachings to assign Ethernet address and enhance a security of in an Ethernet communication 
nodes address allocation. 

Regarding claim 1 1, the combination of Elliott et al., Lyle, Nikander and Heer et al. 
disclose all the subject matter as discloses above. One ordinary skill can understand that the 
addresses of the Elliott et al. and Nikander are Ethernet physical addresses but the combination 
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of Elliott et al, Lyle and Nikander fail to explicitly disclose wherein the link-level addresses are 
Ethernet PHY ID addresses. 

However the examiner combines Woundy that discloses a broadband cable data 
distribution system (fig. 1) comprising a DHCP sever (fig. 1 element 12) for allocating network 
Ethernet physical addresses (see col. 3 lines 28-38 and col. 5 lines 17-36) to plurality of user 
terminals (fig. 1 element 14) connected to server via a cable modem and coaxial cable via an 
Ethernet type connection/Ethernet link (see col. 2 lines 60-67). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to modify the teaching of Woundy within the combination system 
because they are analogous in address allocating. One would have been motivated to incorporate 
the teachings to allocate and enhance a security of in an Ethernet communication nodes Ethernet 
address allocation. 

Regarding claims 16, and 21, Elliott et al. teaches a communication controller/method, further 
configured to transmit the newly allocated link-level addresses to the respective node (col. 9 
lines 15-21 and fig. 9 elements 110, 1 12 and 115; dynamic switch assigning link address to link- 
level facility) in a communication comprising an address part configured to indicate a current 
address of the respective node and a payload part comprising the newly allocated addresses in 
encrypted form (see fig. 2-4; a transmitting packet comprising link header field, information 
field, and link trailer and the link header comprising DESTADDR, SOURCE ADDR that is 
indicating new allocated current link-level address so the device can use it as current). 
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Regarding claims 19 and 24 the combination teaches a communication controller/method further 
configured to change the link-level addresses allocated to each of the plurality of communication 
nodes at one of random, pseudo-random, or periodic intervals (Lyle discloses changing a port IP 
address at prescribed random intervals by pseudo random number generator and transmitting 
the new changed address to receivers see col. 30 lines 8-55 and fig. 19 element 1904). 

21. Claims 17-18 and 22-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Elliott et al. USPN 5276813 in view of Lyle USPN 6886102 Bl, Nikander GB 2367986 
A and Heer et al. 6028933 and further in view of Marino et al. USPN 6026165. 

Regarding claims 17 and 22 the combination teaches all the subject matter as disclosed above. 
The combination fails to disclose the communication controller/method product, further 
configured to: allocate encryption keys to each of the plurality of communication nodes; and 
change from time to time the encryption key allocated to each of the plurality of communication 
nodes and transmit the newly allocated encryption key to the respective node in encrypted form. 

However Marino et al. discloses allocate encryption keys to each of the plurality of 
communication nodes (see fig. 2 element 21 and col. 8 lines 17-23; random key 
generator generating keys randomly and sending/allocating randomly generated 
keys for receiver devices); and 

change from time to time (randomly) the encryption key allocated to each of the 
plurality of communication nodes and transmit the newly allocated encryption key to the 
respective node in encrypted form (Marino et al. further discloses a data message, 
formed by the encoder 7 and transmitted to the receiver 6, comprises a data field 28, 
a device ID field 30, and a sequence number field 32, and the CRC field 34 [see col. 7 
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lines 14-21], the encoder 7 discloses random key generator to generate random 
encryption keys [see col. 7 lines 2-7 and col. 5 lines 36-39]. The data field 28 and the 
sequence field 32 are transmitted encrypted and the key is disclosed within the data 
field of the data message [see col. 7 lines 35-37 and col. 3 lines 54-61]. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to modify the teachings of Mario et al. within the combination 
system because it would allow security to the data transmitted (see col. 8 lines 17-23). 

Regarding claims 18 and 23 Marino et al. further teaches communication controller/method 
product further configured to transmit the newly allocated encryption key to the respective node 
in the payload part that contains a newly allocated address for the respective node (see Marino 
et al. further discloses a data message, formed by the encoder 7 and transmitted to the 
receiver 6, comprises a data field 28, a device ID field 30, and a sequence number field 32, 
and the CRC field 34 [see fig. 2, and col. 7 lines 14-21], the encoder 7 discloses random key 
generator to generate random encryption keys [see col. 7 lines 2-7 and col. 5 lines 36-39]. 
The data field 28 and the sequence field 32 are transmitted encrypted and the key is 
disclosed within the data field of the data message [see col. 7 lines 35-37 and col. 3 lines 54- 
61]. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to modify the teachings of Mario et al. within the combination system 
because it would allow security to the data transmitted (see col. 8 lines 17-23). 
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Conclusion 

22. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. See PTO Form 892. 

23. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ELENI A. SHIFERAW whose telephone number is (571)272- 
3867. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 8:00am-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nasser R. Moazzami can be reached on (571) 272-4195. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Eleni A Shiferaw/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2436 



